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[ 49 CFR Part 178)
[Bocket No. HM-155]

CONSOLIDATION OF DRUM
SPECIFICATIONS

Advance Notice of Proposed Rule Making

AGENCY: Materials Transportation
Bureau, DOT.

ACTION: Advance notice of proposed
rule making.

SUNMMARY: This advance notice pro-
vides information and an opportunity
for comment on the proposed consclida-
tion of specifications for drums to be
used for the transportat.on of hazardous
madterials,

DATE: Comments must be received on or
before November 17, 1977. :

ADDRESS: Comments should be ad-
dressed to the Section of Dockets, Office
of Hazardous Materials Operations, De-
partment of Transportation, Washing-
ton, D.C. 20590, Five copies should he
submitted.

FOR FURTHER INFOEMATION CON-
TACT:

Mr. Alan 1. Roberts, Director, Office of
Hazardous Materials Operations, De-
partment of Transportation, 2100 Sec-
ond Street SW. Washington, D.C.
20590 (202-426-0656) .

SJUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: In
ecent years there have been a number
of attempts made to consoclidate the
specifications for drums as provided for
in Part 178 of the Hazardous Materials
Regulations. For instance, the staff of
this Office discussed with the Steel Ship-
ping Container Institute (SSCI) and the
Chemical Packaging Committee of the
Manufacturing Chemists Associatiqn
(MCA), several alternatives for consoli-
dating some, but not all, of the specifica-
tions for drums in Part 178 of Title 49
CFR. As a result of this cooperative Wprk,
a petition for rule making was received
which sought an amencment of Part 17.8
of the Department of Transportation's
Hazardous Materials Regulations to con-
solidate the specifications for steel drums
in the 17 and 37 (single-trip) series. An-
other petition to consoiidate the specifi-
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cations tor aluminum drums 11 he 43
series was received at a later date. Pri-
mary drafters of this document are
Mario E. Giglioiti and Douglas A. Crock-
ett.

Extensive background information on
this subject indicates that many benefits
will accrue as a result of consolidating
the drum specifications. Among these
are: The number of drum specifications
in the Regulations can be reduced; the
Regulations can be made more concise
and uniform, and thus easier to use; the
drum specifications can be made simpler
and less redundant, as well as more read-
ily adapted to the incorporation of per-
formance-oriented test procedures and
requirements. Moreover, the background
information also implies that the drum
consolidation may favorably affect pack-
agers and shippers of hazardous mate-
rials, carriers and drum manufacturers
and, therefore, could enhance the safe
transportation of hazardous materials.

‘To develop a Notice of Proposed Rule
Making certain information is required
and, therefore, the Bureau is providing
this opportunity for comment on the con-
solidation of specifications for drums for
hazardous materials. Comments should
be addressed to the following guestions:

1. Is there a need to consolidate the
specifications for drums?

2. Should the consolidation, if made,
embrace all drum specifications? That is,
Metal (series 5) Specifications &, 5A, 5B,
5C, 5D, 5F, 5H, 5K, 5L, 5M, 5X, and 5P;
(series 6) Specifications 6A, 6B, 6C, 6J,
6K, and 6D; (series 42) Specifications
42B, 42C, 42D, 42F, 42G, 42H, and 42E;
(series 17) Specifications 17C, 17E, 17F,
17H, and 17X; (series 37) Specificalions
37K, 37A, 37B, 37P, 37M, 37C, and 37D;
Specification 13A; Fiber, Specifications
21C and 21P; Wooden, plywood, Speci-

ficatiofs 22A, 22B, and 22C; Polyethyl-.

ene, Specification 34; Rubber, Specifica-
tion 43A.

3. Should the consolidation be limited
to specifications for metal drums, ie.,
series 5, series 6, series 42, series 17, series
37, plus specification 13A? Or should each
of the series of metal drum specifications
be separately consolidated? T'hat is, con-
solidate the 5's. the 6's, the 42's, the 17's,
the 37's?
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4. Shol_.lld the consolidation be nar-
1 »wed to include only the drums i serisg
17 and series 37 as proposed by the SSCI
and MCA?

5. Should the consolidation s) bresk
down the specifications into “families” of
drums? For instance—

(a) Single—trip containers (STC); nonre-
useable containers (NRC): and reusab e
containers.

(b) Removable head drums;
movable head drums

(c} Steel drums,-e.g., series 5, 6, 17, and
37, plus specification 13A.

{d) Aluminum drums, e.g., series 42,

(¢) Piber drums, e.g., Specifications 210
and 21P,

(f)- Wooden (plywood) drums, eg, Speci-
fications 22A. 22B, and 220,

ﬁ}(g) Polyethylene crurm, e.g., Specification

and mnonre-

(h) Rubber drum, €.E.. Specification 43A.

6. Based on negligible use for hazard-
ous materials or lack of production, are
certain specification drums obsolete and
thus appropriate for cancellation?

7. Should the consolidation ($) of drum
specifications be substantive in nalture
égict'é;li];lltyde technical ch ges) or solely
A Comments addressing potentia] editor-
ial or substantive amendment of the
DOT drum specifications should identify
and substantiate any reasonably foreseen
Costs or benefits to industry, the public,
or to Federal or State Governments,
This information ix hecessary for an ade-~

quate evaluation of the comments and
for examination of possible economic
impacts prior to puktlication of any sub-
sequent notice of proposed rule making.
(49 US.C. 1803, 1804, 1808: 49 CFR 1.53(e)

?(l)gi PAragraph (a)(4) of Appendix A to Part
)

Issued in Washington, D. -
tember 6, 1977, » DG on Sep

Avav 1. RosrrTs,
Lirector, O flice of
Huazardous Materigls Operations.

[FR Doc.77 26373 Filed 9-9-77:8:15 amj)
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